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FEDEllAL COl\lMUNI TIONS COMMISSION
W ASIIINGTON D.C. 2055.f

November ,2001

Via FaC/limU. and U.S. MaU

W. Scoll McCollough
Stumpf Craddock Massey &; Pulman
1801 N. Lamar Blvd, Suite 104
Austin. TX 78701

Pete ywecki
Sprin Corporation
4019 SLNW
W.. II. DC 20004

Re: @ Communications. Ina. v. Caro ina relephone &; relegraph end Central
Telephone Company - Potential cceIetll!ed Do<:ket Matte,

Dear Counsel:

On Auaust 16. 200I. @ ColJllIlunications Ine. C'@ Comtn'~ ""Iucsted that the
CollllIlission initiate its Accelenlled Do<:ket pr to reoolve a clisputt between@ Comtn end
ClIlOlinaTelephone &; Telegraph end Centra1 Tel phone Cotnpany iSprint")conccmingthe
cost of tnmsport from point. of interconnection 'tween the parties end local calUns areas.
Sprint provided a wriltOllrespoosc to @COmtn the CollllIlission on September 4,2001.
On September 25. 200 I, Conunission staff con a conference with the parties in an effort
to mccliate the clispute. At the confetence, the .es agreed to provide supplemental
infcmnationto facilitatcthe .taff's analysis of the 'sputt end attemptecl mediation.

Aftet reviewing the case putSUlllltto 47 C .R.§ I .730(e). iDcluding supplemental
informationprovided by @CommonOctober8. 001. end Sprint·.responsc filed on October
16.2001. Cotnmissionstaffhavcdeterminedthat Corom·sclaim.... currently framed, are
nol appropriate for inclusion on the Accelerated ackct.

A!! discussed with the parties previously, Sdetermination bas no bearing on the
merits of@ Corom'. clispute with Sprint. and @ Comm retains the ability to file a formal
complaInt under .ection 208 of the Communica . os Act utlU~ns the traditional formal
complaint procedures .et fonh in 47 C.F.R. §§1. 20-1.736. Ifyou have f'urthet questions,
please contact IllC at (202) 418-7273.

Sin rely,

.....LiSl\'*'·BB.1J;,J:!h.,F
~Disputes Resolution DIvision
Enfi rcement Bureau


